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~ead, and laid upon the table. 
~ 
M!. ~Ro,Nso<Ni from the Committee on the Territories, made the following 
~EPORT: · 
The Committee on the Territories, to which was reje1'red the memorial 
r;f thp General .!Jssembly of the State of Missouri, praying Congress 
to pass an act to extend the northern boundary of Missouri eastward, 
across the Des lJ!fo(n,es river to the Mississippi, so as to include within 
the boundaries of Missou'ri that tract of land lying between the Des 
Moines and the Mississippi rivers, which was reservedfor the benefit 
of certain half-breed Indians, report: 
That they have had under consideration the merr;wrial above mentioned, 
and are unable to discover any substantial reasons in favor of the cession 
asked for by the Legislature of 1\'Iissouri; that the State of Missouri is, in 
point of territory, already as large, if not larger than any other State in 
the Union, and that a valuable and very considerable addition of territory 
was made to said State by the act of the last Congress extending their 
northern boundary line westward to the Missouri river; that your com-
mittee are informed that the citizens of the United States now residing on 
the tract of land in question, and claiming title by purchase from the half-
breeds, have settled there under the expectation that they would form a 
part of a future State, to be erected out of the territory north of Missouri, 
and are utterly opposed, as is also the Territory of Wisconsin generally, 
to the cession asked for by Missouri. At all events, your committee are 
not a ware that any one of the citizens residing upon the tract in question 
desires that the same should be annexed to the State of Missouri; and 
your committee would deem any such annexation unjust and improper, 
without the clearly expressed assent of those most to be affected thereby. 
Your committee would further remark that, by the eighth section of the 
act of 6th March, 1820, providing for the admission of Missouri into the 
Union, it is provided that, in all that territory ceded by France to the 
United States by the name of Louisiana, which lies north of 36° 30' north 
latitude, and not included in the limits of the State of Missouri, as therein 
prescribed and set forth, slavery and involuntary servitude is forever pro-
hibited. If the tract of land or territory in question should now be ceded 
to the State of Missouri, and thereby become subject to her laws, such 
cession would be a virtual violation of the provision contained in the said 
eighth section of the act above mentioned, and of the compact or com-
promise which was intended to be effected by that section, and would 
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()perate to enlarge or extend the territory within which slavery might 
exist, contrary to the provisions of the act aforesaid, and in violation of 
the rights of those who may have settled upon that tract of land under 
and in view of the provisions aforesaid, and upon the faith of the pledge 
therein contained. 
The idea held out in the memorial that Congress appears to have in-
tended that said territory should be annexed to the State of Missouri, 
because an act of Congress was passed some years ago, providing that 
transfers and conveyances of land on that tract should be executed accord-
ing to the laws of Missouri, your committee deem to be without founda--
tion and altogether erroneous. The reason of that provision may be found 
in the fact that, at the time the said act was passed, there was no regular 
territorial government over the tract in question; and, Missouri being the 
nearest adjoining State, it was probably presumed that the citizens resi-
ding on this tract would be more familiar with the laws of that State than 
any other; but your committee do not think that any such inference as 
set up in the memorial can be drawn from that circumstance. 
Your committee are unanimous in recommending the following resolu-
tion: 
Resolved, That the prayer of the memorial ought not to be granted. 
